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DETAILED ACTION 



Oath/Declaration 

1 . It does not identify the citizenship of the first inventor CORTINA. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-27, 29, 30, 32, 34-36, 38, 40, 41 , 49 and 51 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Diamond et al [US 6,698,653]. 
Regarding claim 1 , the claimed radio frequency device comprising a radio frequency 
antenna embedded on a chip (the RFID tag having microchip 10, 31 or 41, each 
includes antenna 11, 32 or 42, see Figs. 1, 3 and 4, col. 6, lines 63-65, col. 7, lines 51- 
58 and col. 9, lines 1-56); and the radio frequency identification mechanism 
incorporating the radio frequency device (the smart card or tag RFID 32 such as RF 
baggage tag, RFID card and/or RFID boarding pass, RFID driver's license, bracelet, 
see Fig. 1, col. 1, lines 6-22 and col. 7, lines 1-7 ; and the radio frequency reader to 
read information from the radio frequency device (the smart card reader 55, see Fig. 5, 
col. 7, line 64 and col. 8, lines 4-80). 
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Regarding claim 2, the method claimed limitations are met by the apparatus claim 1 
above, and including the step of storing first identification information on a chip with a 
radio frequency antenna (the E-PROM, see col. 2, lines 52-55, col. 3, lines 22-26 and 
58-67, col. 6, lines 65-67 and col. 7, lines 1-28); and comparing the first identification 
information with second identification information to determine if a match exists 
(comparing the read digital data, see col. 2, lines 59-67, col. 3, lines 28-30 and col. 7, 
lines 21-49). 

Regarding claim 3, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 above, 
and including the verifying registration, see col. 1, lines 13-15 and col. 9, lines 55-59). 

Regarding claim 4, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 3 
above. 

Regarding claim 5, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 above, 
and including the license plate, see col. 7, lines 4-5. 

Regarding claim 6, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 5 
above. 

Regarding claim 7, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 above, 
and including the passenger/driver's facial biomedical, see col. 3, lines 58-61. 
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Regarding claim 8, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 7 
above. 

Regarding claim 9, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 above, 
and including identifying an airport passenger. 

Regarding claim 10, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 

9 above. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 1 and 
7 above. 

Regarding claim 12, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 8 and 

10 above. 

Regarding claim 13, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 9 
above, and including the passport and identification card, see col. 3, line 61. 

Regarding claim 14, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 10 and 
13 above. 
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Regarding claim 15, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 9 
above, and including the wireless communication smart card, 9, lines 17-36. 

Regarding claim 16, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 
10 above. 

Regarding claim 17, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 7 and 
15 above. 

Regarding claim 18, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 16 and 
17 above. 

Regarding claim 20, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 
above, and including the RF decal (registration card, col. 1, lines 12-13). 

Regarding claim 21, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 
20 above. 

Regarding claim 22, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 7 and 
17 above, and including the personal acknowledge (the passenger image and data, see 
col. 3, lines 58-67 and col. 4, lines 1-8). 
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Regarding claim 23, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2, 7 
and 17 above. 

Regarding claim 24, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 1 and 
9 above, and including the airport. 

Regarding claim 25, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 10 and 
24 above. 

Regarding claim 26, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 7 and 
22 above. 

Regarding claim 27, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 7 and 
1 8 above. 

Regarding claim 29, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 
3 above. 

Regarding claim 30, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 29 
above, and including the sticker (the baggage tag and/or the vehicle's registration card). 
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Regarding claim 32, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 1 and 
29 above. 

Regarding claim 34, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 29 
above, and including the IC or microchip. 

Regarding claim 35, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 4 
above. 

Regarding claim 36, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 30 and 
35 above. 

Regarding claim 38, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 
35 above. 

Regarding claim 40, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 8 and 
35 above. 

Regarding claim 41, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 34 and 
35 above. 
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Regarding claim 49, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 
above, and including the photograph and multi-dimensional bar codes, see col. 3, lines 
37-67 and col. 4, lines 1-8. 

Regarding claim 51 , all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 
49 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Diamond et al [US 6,698,653] in view of Stilp et al [US 6,334,059]. 
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Regarding claim 28, Diamond et al fails to disclose the method of verifying a user is 
authorized to download a software application. However, Diamond et al teaches that 
the smart card is used to identified driver, airport passenger, events security at sports 
events, amusement parks, child, infant, hospital and/or school, see col. 1 , lines 7-15 
and 60-65. Stilp et al suggests that the wireless location system allows an authorized 
individual or user to wirelessly transmitting command and loading software, see Figs. 1 
and 2, col. 4, lines 38-56, col. 45, lines 58-67 and col. 46, lines 1-64. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the RFID smart card of Diamond et al for identifying and authorized a person or 
an individual to download software and commands of Stilp et al because the RFID 
smart card ready use to identify persons or individuals with authority and security, which 
will extending the applications and uses of the RFID smart card without changing the 
electronics and physical of the RFID smart card. 

4. Claims 31 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Diamond et al [US 6,698,653] 

Regarding claim 31 , Diamond et al fails to disclose the identification mechanism is a 
window sticker. However, Diamond et al teaches that the RFID smart card uses as a 
vehicle registration card for identifying that vehicle and owner, see col. 1 , lines 13-14. 
Since the vehicle's registration paper or tag is placed on the windshield/window of the 
vehicle. Therefore, It would have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to adapt the RFID smart card to the vehicle's registration paper/tag 
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because the RFID smart card is very small can be easily attached to any articles, 
objects, credit card and/or passport and available in the market. 

Regarding claim 37, all the claim subject matters are discussed in respect to claims 31 
and 35 above. 

5. Claims 33, 39 and 42-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Diamond et al [US 6,698,653] in view of O'Brien et al [US 

6,203,952]. 

Regarding claim 33, Diamond et al fails to disclose the identification mechanism is a 
retroreflective article. However, Diamond et al teaches that the identification 
mechanism is a window sticker. However, Diamond et al teaches that the RFID smart 
card uses as a vehicle registration card for identifying that vehicle and owner, see col. 1 , 
lines 13-14. O'Brien et al suggests that applications that would benefit from this 
invention include patterning of inorganic thin films for active and passive electronic 
circuits, antennas for RFID tags, EMI shielding, patch antenna, and biosensing pattern 
arrays. Patterned optical surface layers made by this invention could also find use in 
optical waveguides, electro-optic filters and modulators, holograms, security images, 
graphics and retroreflective materials. Patterned transparent conductors on both rigid 
and flexible substrates would find application in liquid crystal display (LCD) computer 
displays, televisions, touch screens, heated and electrochromic windows, see Figs. 1 
and 2, abstract, col. 2, lines 65-67 and col. 3, lines 1-9. Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention was made to adapt the RFID 
smart card of Diamond et al to use on the retroreflective materials such as of O'Brien 
et al since the material of the smart card and antenna are made of conductive layer and 
non-conductive layers for preventing of physical damage to the smart card as well as to 
minimize of electromagnetic interference. 

Regarding claim 39, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 33 and 35 above. 

Regarding claim 42, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 1 and 33 above. 

Regarding claim 43, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 1 and 33 above. 

Regarding claim 44, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claim 42 above. 

Regarding claim 45, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 2 and 33 above. 
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Regarding claim 46, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 7 and 45 above. 

Regarding claim 47, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 2 and 45 above. 

Regarding claim 48, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and O'Brien et al in respect to claims 2 and 33 above. 

6. Claims 50 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Diamond et al [US 6,698,653] in view of Janssen et al [US 6,427,504]. 
Regarding claim 50, Diamond et al fails to disclose the RFID mechanism is subjected 
to at least one of: a static bending test, a heat test, a rigidity test, a durability test; and 
an abrasion test. However, Diamond et al teaches that the RFID chip 10 and antenna 
12 are constructed as a tag 1 1 in the form of a boarding pass, baggage tag, bracelet, ID 
card, driver's license, see Figs. 1 and 5, col. 1, lines 7-22 and col. 7, lines 1-7. Janssen 
et al suggests that an RFID system including a transponder 2 and antenna 3 are 
carefully selection of construction materials and structural design, so that a delicate 
balance is achieved in the improved key design. The materials are selected of a flexible 
or rigid material such as plastic for protecting the RFID tag from any environmental 
conditions. The testing has demonstrated of the thermal heat, rigidity, flexibility and 
bending of the RFID tag are critical to the transmission of the RFID tag system, see 
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Figs. 1-54, col. 3, lines 1-62, col. 9, lines 12-33, col. 16, lines 47-67, col. 17, lines 33-67, 
col. 18, lines 1-67, col. 19, lines 1-27 and col. 20, lines 4-17. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the 
RFID system testing of Janssen et al to the RFID tag of Diamond et al during structure 
assembly line of the RFID tag for assuring and improving of the quality, reliability and 
durability of the RFID tag. 

Regarding claim 52, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Diamond et 
al and Janssen et al in respect to claims 2 and 50 above. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Randomsky et al discloses a dual mode RFID transmitter is secured with a wristband 
worn by the mother and within an ankle and/or wristband worn by the infant. [US 
6,211,790] 

Wang discloses a method and apparatus for approving a transaction request between 
an electronic transaction system and a portable electronic authorization device PEAD 
carried by a user. [US 6,175,922] 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to primary examiner Van Trieu whose telephone number 
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is (571) 272-2972. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 7:00 AM to 
3:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Jeffery Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981. 




Primary Examiner 
Date: 11/16/04 



